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A narrow strip o£ bottom land paralleling the Mississippi River in the
states of Louisiana, Arkansas, Mississippi, and Missouri is included in
the Mississippi delta area. Flat topography and fertile soil distinguish
it geographically from the neighboring upland hill sections. Equally im-
portant in setting the delta apart are numerous cultural features,^ many
of which arise directly from the geographical base. For the most part,
these distinctive features are a complex of social and economic charac-
teristics bound up with the dominant agricultural unit of the area—the
cotton plantation.2 Among these differentiating characteristics, largely
derived from the prevailing system of large-scale agriculture, are a high
population mobility, a concentration of land ownership, a heavy pro-
portion of croppers and day laborers, a low level of living, and a high
percentage of Negroes.^
* In cooperation with the Bureau of Agricultural Economics, United States Depart-
ment of Agriculture.
1 The distinctive cultural character of the Mississippi delta area is clearly indicated
by A. R. Mangus' statement: "Though a part of the Old South, this region is cul-
turally unique among the thirty-two rural-farm regions of the United States." Rural
Regions of the United States, Research Monograph, Works Progress Administration,
Washington, D. C, 1940, p. 22. ...
2 Although plantations are widely distributed throughout the Southeast, their great-
est concentration is within the Mississippi delta area. See T. J. Woofter, Jr., et al..
Landlord and Tenant on the Cotton Plantation, Research Monograph 5, Works Progress
Administration, Washington, D. C, 1936, p. 5. Also cf. T. Lynn Smith, The Population
of Louisiana: Its Composition and Changes, Louisiana Agricultural Experiment Sta-
tion Bulletin No. 293, Baton Rouge, 1937, p. 8, and C. O. Brannen, Relation of Land
Tenure to Plantation Organization with Developments Since 1920, Ph.D. Thesis, Fa-
yetteville, Arkansas, 1928, p. 7.
3 See T. Lynn Smith's discussion of the social effects of large-scale agriculture in The
Sociology of Rural Life (New York: Harper & Brothers, 1940) , pp. 301 ff.
This study is concerned with the nature and extent of recent migra-
tion into and within that portion of the Mississippi deka included in
the State of Louisiana*. (See Figure 1.) Explicit in this statement is the
aim to explore the character of the movement from other regions, par-
UPPER MISSISSIPPI DELTA
OF LOUISIANA
% MINOR CIVIL DIVISION
Figure 1. The Mississippi Delta Area Showing the Upper Delta Area of Louisiana and
the Location of the Survey Minor Civil Division.
4 For the purposes of this study, the first and second tiers of parishes west of
the
Mississippi River in north Louisiana were assumed to comprise the upper delta area
of
Louisiana. However, the marked geographical and cultural homogeneity prevailing
throughout the entire delta renders many of the findings and interpretations applicable
to the area as a whole.
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ticularly the upland hill areas, to the delta as well as that occurring
within the delta itself. Although both of .these movements involve the
spatial rearrangement of people, they differ widely in other respects.
A
transfer of residence from non-delta to delta area requires a basic social
and economic readjustment on the part of the migrant family. Although
the migrant's place of origin is within the cotton South, the
unique
features of the highly specialized plantation economy compel a radical
revision of the accustomed way of life.^ Such, however, is not the case
for moves having their origins 2nd destinations within the homogeneous
plantation area.
Movements confined to the area, nevertheless, are of great importance.
The resident farm population of no other major region is, perhaps, char-
acterized by such a high rate of inter-farm movement. Although, on the
whole, these moves are for short distances, a considerable share of them
are socially significant in that they necessitate the breaking of old social
bonds and the formation of new ones.^ Indeed, one study concluded that
the frequency of residential changes in the delta "affects adversely the
entire social structure of the area.'"^
Migrations into and within the Mississippi delta area unquestionably
have long been important population movements. Recently, however,
there has been interposed into the dominant plantation economy a new
factor that obviously has a major bearing on these movements into and
within the delta area. This factor is the extensive opportunity for settle-
ment offered by the opening and sale of cut-over new ground in family-
size farm units. The significance of this settlement, occurring for the most
part since 1935, is emphasized by the following excerpt from a govern-
ment publications
A new "land rush," a movement of national significance, is under-
way in the poorly drained cut-over areas of the Mississippi Delta, in
Louisiana, Mississippi, and Arkansas. New settlers are streaming in
each year, and attempting to clear the land for agriculture. Since mil-
lions of acres of land are still waiting for settlement, it seems probable
that continued migration and settlement can be expected.^
The inward surge of families to take over the new ground farms has
become a definite and sizeable current in the general pattern of farm mi-
gration in the delta area. Moreover, as a result of the opportunities still
5 For a detailed analytical description of the social and economic characteristics of
the plantation economy, see T. J. Woofter, Jr., et al., op. cit.
6T. Lynn Smith stated that "The socially significant move is the one that mvolves
the shattering of old group bonds and the establishment of new ones, or rising or smk-
ing from one social class to another. Either distance or the crossing of political boun-
daries may be a very poor index of this social mobility." "Characteristics of Migrants,"
The Southwestern Social Science Quarterly, Vol. XXI (March, 1941) , p. 336.
7 Max R. White, Douglas Ensminger, and Cecil Gregory, Rich Land—Poor People,
Research Report 1, Farm Security Administration, U. S. Department of Agriculture,
Indianapolis, January, 1938, p. 4. . . . .
sinterbureau Coordinating Committee, New Ground Settlement in the Mississippi
Delta, U. S. Department of Agriculture, Washington, D. C, January 15, 1941, p. 1.
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available, it promises to become an even more important part of the gen-
eral picture in the future.
The Purpose
The purpose of this study is two-fold. First, it is concerned with the
process of migration into a representative delta area of Louisiana between
1929 and 1939. In regard to this process, the study seeks to determine the
approximate migration balance for the decade, the relative numerical
importance among the migrants of households from non-delta compared
with other delta territory, the annual trend of the inward movement, the
geographic origins of the migrants, the rate of population turn-over char-
acterizing the area, and finally, the reasons migrants give for moving.
Second, the study attempts to obtain some understanding of the charac-
teristics of the two types of migrant households, those from non-delta and
those from delta areas. These characteristics are brought into sharp focus,
and their significance revealed, through comparison with corresponding
data for the immobile or sedentary households. The characteristics to
be analyzed in this manner include those relating to age, family type,
education, occupation, and levels of living. Moreover, throughout the
analysis, the precise roles of race, type of operating unit, and new ground
settlement in the migration pattern are observed.
The Sample
The first question concerns the selection of a unit of sampling, or the
specific item for enumeration. Units available for use in rural areas
range from an individual farm to an entire county. Actually, however,
one or a combination of minor civil divisions represents the largest samp-
ling unit suitable for most field surveys. Both the individual farm and
the minor civil division possesses peculiar advantages.^ Despite the unsur-
passed statistical potentialities of the individual farm, it was decided that
the minor civil division would better fulfill the needs of this study.^"
Remaining was the important task of selecting a representative minor
civil division for enumeration. The following criteria were used in mak-
ing this selection: (1) The large-scale plantation system of agriculture,
traditionally and currently characteristic of the delta area, should pre-
dominate in the sample minor civil division. (2) A considerable repre-
sentation of the recently settled, new ground farms should be included
in the minor civil division. (3) The population of the minor civil divi-
sion should correspond closely to that of the Louisiana delta area with
9 For an elaboration of the relative advantages of these two sampling units, see
Homer L. Hitt, "A Sampling Technique for Studying Population Changes in Rural
Areas," Social Forces, Vol. XIX (December, 1940) , pp. 208-213. ^
10 The choice is based on two considerations: (1) the expense and time required in
obtaining the same number of schedules are less for the minor civil division; and (2)
the use of the minor civil division as the unit permits the relating of collected data
to comparable information for the census years.
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respect to such compositional items as age, sex, and race. (4)
Finally,
the total number of farm households residing in the minor civil
division
should be commensurate with the time and money allotted for the
field
survey.
On the basis of these criteria the rural-farm portion of Ward 2, Tensas
Parish, situated within a few miles of the Mississippi River in
the heart
of the upper delta, was selected as representative of the Louisiana
delta
area. As complete an enumeration as possible of the sample ward
yielded
migration records for 660 resident farm households. These records
con-
stitute the basic data for this study. Slightly over three-fifths (410)
of the
enumerated households were Negro, and the remainder (250) were white.
Over two-thirds (451) of the 660 households were residing on
planta-
tions^i when enumerated and slightly less than one-third (209) on family-
size farms. Seven-tenths (148) of the 209 households on family-size farms
reported that their land was considered new ground in the area.^^
11 In this study large continuous tracts of land under one management and
operated
as a unit with respect to the handling of labor and products were
classified as planta-
tions. Only rarely did they have less than five resident famdies and
frequently they
had more than 15 to provide labor.
12 For information regarding the similarities and differences between
the recently
settled new ground families and their neighbors residing on plantations and
on the
long-cultivated family-size farms of the upper Mississippi delta of Louisiana,
consult
Homer L. Hitt, "A Comparative Analysis of the People on New Ground Farms, Planta-
tions, and Old Family Farms in the Upper Mississippi Delta of Louisiana,
Rural Soci-




Estimate of Migration in and out of Sample Area, 1930-1940
Although the basic data for this study afford a fairly complete source
of material on the process of migration into the area, they do not provide
information on migration out of the area. That some migration from
the area did occur, however, is certain.^^ since this outward flow of popu-
lation has an important bearing on the movement of people into the
area, it is desirable to know two things: (1) Did the counter-currents of
migration in operation result in a net loss or net gain of population, and
(2) approximately how much movement took place in both directions to
bring about the net change? In spite of the fact that precise answers to
these questions are denied by the lack of certain data, relatively valid
approximations may be made from a combination of census items on
population, vital statistics data, and information secured in the field
survey.
Through the use of suitable statistical procedure it is possible to obtain
helpful if only approximate answers to the two queries posed above. In
regard to the first question the evidence indicates that, through movement
in and out, the sample minor civil division gained about 330 more per-
sons than it lost between 1930 and 1940. This relatively small net migra-
tion gain is of special interest in view of the 148 households including
over 600 persons enumerated in 1939 on new ground farms which were
non-existent in 1930. In answer to the second, it may be estimated that
a minimum of over 950 persons departed from the ward coincidental
with the arrival of 1,287 persons. This means that the ward line was
crossed in either one direction or the other about seven times for every
person that entered and remained until the enumeration in 1939.
These data make it appear that a net gain through migration accounted
for over two-fifths of the total increase in the farm population of the
sample minor civil division in the intercensal period, 1930-1940. The
balance of the increase resulted from the excess of births over deaths.
The large number of persons entering relative to the net gain experienced
can be explained only in terms of huge streams of migrants moving both
into and out of the sample ward. Since the net migration gain of the
minor civil division amounted to only a little over one-half of the num-
ber enumerated in the 1940 census on recently settled new ground farms,
it is probable that the population of the long-cultivated plantation section
13 E. G. Ravenstein is usually credited with the original statement of this phenome-
non. It was expressed by him as follows: "Each main current of migration produces a
compensating counter-current." "The Laws of Migration," Journal of the Royal Statis-
tical Society, Vol. 48 (1885) , p. 198.
of the ward sustained a substantial loss. For the total delta area these
findings may have the following implications: (1) The amount of new
ground settlement occurring in the delta parishes since 1930 may have a
distinct bearing on whether the total farm population of each showed
an increase or a decrease through migration between 1930 and 1940. (2)
Small net changes in total numbers in some parishes may obscure marked
spatial redistributions of the farm population.^*
The Fundamental Residential Categories
As indicated above, the objectives of this study, posed in their most
general terms, are to ascertain the nature of migration both into and with-
in the upper Mississippi delta of Louisiana. More specifically, this study
seeks knowledge of the frequency and the nature of these two types of
movement, as well as the social and economic characteristics of the movers
participating in each type. This information is brought into sharper
focus, and its fuller significance revealed, through comparison with cor-
responding data for the lack of movement and for immobile households.
These considerations narrow the field of potential residential categories
to the three: immobile households, households migrating within delta
area, and households moving into delta area.
How shall each of these categories be defined? The criterion of migra-
tion used for this study is the entering of the minor civil division during
the ten-year period, 1929-39. The inclusion of the entering households in
one or the other of the two migrant groups depends on the territorial
limitations of the delta area. Since the homogeneous strip-like Missis-
sippi delta area lies partially in the states of Arkansas and Mississippi, as
well as in Louisiana, households remaining within the entire delta, irre-
spective of states, are included in one group. However, the limits of the
entire delta area are neither coincidental with legal boundaries, as county
lines, nor are they so clearly apparent that their location is universally
agreed upon. For this purpose the counties ordinarily considered more
largely situated within than without the delta area were included in the
delta, as is shown in Figure 1.
On the basis of these considerations, the households enumerated in
the sample minor civil division were classified into the following cate-
gories: (1) households remaining within the sample minor civil division
(Ward 2, Tensas Parish) , 1929-39; (2) households remaining within
the entire delta area but not within the sample minor civil division, 1929- -
39; (3) households moving from non-delta territory to the delta area,
1929-39. Approximately four-ninths (292) of the 660 households re-
mained throughout the ten-year period within the sample ward, three-
tenths (211) entered the ward but had, nevertheless, remained in the
delta area, and about one-fourth (157) , the remainder, entered both the
delta area and the ward. It is important to note that the two migrant
14 Consult Homer L. Hitt and T. Lynn Smith's "Population Redistribution in Louisi-
ana," Social Forces, Vol. XX (May, 1942) , pp. 437-444.
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classes include only those entering households which remained until
the
enumeration in 1939, and are therefore residual migrant groups.
Race. Negro households move less frequently than the white house-
holds and the moves they make are for shorter distances. This finding
is in substantial agreement with other studies that have
dealt with gen-
eral bi-racial migration differentials in the South.^^ The racial difference
is disclosed by the relative number of the white and Negro
households
in each of the fundamental residential categories. (See
Table I.) The
Negro households, as compared with the white, were concentrated
to a
much greater extent in the immobile group which remained for the
ten-
year period within the sample ward. The whites, on the other
hand,
were more frequently included in the two migrant groups,
particularly
the one comprised of households from non-delta territory.
TABLE I Households in Each of the Three Residential Categories,
Classified by Race and by Type of Operating Unit

























































































































Type of operating Unit: Plantation and Family-size Farm.
The Negro
tends to be a plantation dweller. In comparison, the
white more fre-
quently resides on a small independent farm. This affinity
between the
Negro and the plantation has been observed throughout
the delta area.
~^^^ET^ofter, Jr., et al., op. d*., p. 110; T. Lynn Smith, J'^f^Socmfo^
o/ Rural
Life p 191. Harold Hoffsommer, New Ground Farmers in the
Mississippi
^^f^ ^^.^^^^
Bureau of Agricultural Economics and Louisiana Agricultural
Experiment Station,
cooperating, Washington, D.C., April 5, 1941, p. 10.
10
T. Lynn Smith has aptly posed the situation as follows: "Neither the
Civil War, Reconstruction, the boll weevil, nor the great depression has
been sufficient to destroy the tenacious three-way association between
good land, the plantation, and the Negro."i« Of the 660 households in-
cluded in this study, over two-thirds were residing on plantations when
enumerated and slightly less than one-third on family-size farms. The
Negro households comprised five-eighths of the total sample, over two-
thirds of the plantation group, but only one-third of the family-size farm
group. White households, however, made up three-eighths of the total
sample, less than one-third of the plantation group, but two-thirds of the
family-size farm group.
The migration pattern of the households residing on family-size farms
resembled that of the whites whereas the migration pattern of the plan-
tation households was similar to that of the Negroes. (See Table I.)
These similarities are to be expected from the above-mentioned unequal
distribution of the racial groups on the two types of operating units.
The question arises, however, whether or not the difference in migration
between the families on plantations and those on individual farms is a
function of the racial difference in migration. That the racial difference
is largely responsible for the respective migration patterns of the planta-
tion and family-size farm households is disclosed by comparing the migra-
tion patterns of the two groups of households for each of the two races
separately. Among the whites the migration difference between the
households on family-size farms and those on plantations is small and
of little significance. However, among the Negro households, those resid-
ing on the plantations were migrants both from within and without the
delta in greater numbers than would be expected from their representa-
tion in the total sample. Nevertheless, in the main, the divergent pat-
terns of mobility characterizing the households on plantations and those
on family farms appear to be determined by the relative concentration
of Negroes among the former and whites among the latter.
Type of Land: New Ground and Old Ground Family-size Farms. The
most significant socio-economic development occurring in the upper Mis-
sissippi delta during the past decade has been the rapid settlement of
farm households on small, supposedly family-size parcels of cut-over land,
or of "new ground" as it is popularly termed in the area. However, long
before the recent increase of family-size units in the delta as a result of
the new-ground settlement, a scattering of family-size farms was inter-
spersed among plantations throughout the area. Both of these types of
family-size farms are present in the sample minor civil division, though
in number the new ground farms have already far outstripped the ones
situated on the old land. As has been stated, seven-tenths (148) of the
209 households residing on family-size farms reported that their land was
thought of as "new ground" in the area.
16 op. cit., pp. 304-305. Also see T. Lynn Smith, The Population of Louisiana: Its
Composition and Changes, p. 8.
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Both significant and interesting is the relative concentration o£ the
white households on the "new ground" farms and of Negro households on
the "old ground" farms. (See Table II.) Approximately two Negro
households for one white household were present on the old ground
individual farms, whereas there was only one Negro for every four white
households on the new ground farms. Other investigations indicate that
this one to four ratio of Negroes to whites prevails throughout the new
ground area of the upper delta of Louisiana.^^ This relative deficiency of
Negro households on the new ground farms has been attributed to va-
rious aspects of racial discrimination such as (1) the economic disadvan-
tage of the Negro; (2) the preference of some land vendors for white
purchasers; and (3) the greater demand for the Negro on the plantation.
The new ground settlement has already materially affected the racial bal-
ance in the delta/^ and if in the future this settlement continues as pre-
dicted and the same ratio of whites to Negroes among the settlers main-
tains, the proportion of the total delta population constituted by whites
will experience a significant increase.
TABLE II. Total Households and Family-Size Farm Households
ON New and Old Ground, Classified by Race
Family-size farm households
Total sample Total New ground Old ground
Number Per cent Number Per cent Number Per cent Number Per cent
660 100.0 209 100.0 148 100.0 61 100.0
250 37.9 137 65.5 116 78.4 21 34.0
410 62.1 72 34.5 32 21.6 40 66.0
Institutional repercussions doubtlessly have already been felt as a re-
sult of the racial shift now in progress. Educational, religious, and politi-
cal readjustments are inevitable. The direction which may be taken by
the political changes is of special interest. The increase of potential voters
outside the traditional plantation structure has extreme political impor-
tance for the delta area. Heretofore, suffrage among the farmers of that
area, for the most part, has been restricted to the planter class and to a
relatively small number of white croppers and laborers dependent upon
the planter class. Consequently, a rapid increase of the white new ground
farmers may exercise a significant influence on local government.
The high proportion of the new ground households that are white is
reflected in their residential distribution. (See Table III.) The house-
17 Hoffsommer, op. cit, p. 21. See also Philip E. Jones, John E. Mason, and Joseph
T. Elvove, "New Settlement in the Delta and the Lower Mississippi Valley, The Jour-
nal of Land and Public Utility Economics, Vol. XVII (November, 1941) , p.
467.
18 In the past decade the proportion of the rural-farm population of the
eight north-
eastern Louisiana parishes classified as white increased from 46.1 per cent to 49.6
per
holds on the new ground farms made up a relatively small proportion
of the group remaining within the ward but large proportions of the
groups moving about within the delta and into the delta. It appears then
that the new ground farms tended to attract households that entered the
minor civil division after January 1, 1929. On the other hand, the house-
holds residing on old ground, predominantly Negro, were relatively con-
centrated in the group remaining within the ward and infrequently in-
cluded in either of the two migrant groups.
TABLE III. Family -Size Farm Household in Each of the Residential Categories,
Classified by Residence on New and Old Ground
Total Within ward Within delta Into dfxta
Number Per cent Number Per cent Number Per cent Number Per cent
TOTAf 209 100.0 80 100.0 63 100.0 66 lOO.O
New Ground 148 70.8 44 55.0 51 81.0 53 80.0
Old Ground 61 29.2 36 45.0 12 19.0 13 20.0
Annual Volume of Movement into Area, 1929-1939
The preceding analysis revealed that of the 1939 resident farm house-
holds over one-half moved into the minor civil division and one-fourth
moved into both the delta area and the minor civil division during the
previous decade. Especially important to a better understanding of the
migration process is the annual trend of these movements as well as
of that to present farms. Was the volume distributed more or less evenly
over the decade, or did the bulk of the transfers occur in particular years?
Year of Movement to Present Farm. The recency of the greater part
of the transfers to present farms reflects the utilization of new agricultural
opportunities as well as the rapid turnover of population. Only one-sixth
(110) of the 660 households had remained on the same farm throughout
the ten-year period studied. The balance, five-sixths, moved to their pres-
ent farm between January 1929 and July 1939. Most of the households
came to their present farms after 1935. (See Figure 2) . This movement
was heaviest in 1938 when 128 or almost one-fourth of all households
transferred to their 1939 place of residence. However, almost as many
moved in the first six months of 1939. During the 18 months prior to
the survey (1938 and half of 1939) , then, slightly less than one-half of
all households moved to the farms on which they were enumerated. As
would be expected from their relatively greater residential stability,
Negro households arrived on their farms somewhat earlier in the decade
than the white households. In general, the farm households residing on
the new ground had been there only a short time, almost four-fifths of
them occupying their present farms in the four years 1936, 1937, 1938,
and 1939.
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Year of Movement to Sample Minor Civil Division. Considerably over
half of the 660 households enumerated in 1939 moved into the minor
civil division after January 1, 1929. These moves into the ward were
relatively more numerous than moves to present farms in 1929 and in the
early 1930's. Nevertheless, the majority (almost three-fifths) of these
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Figure 2. Year of Movement of Sample Households Moving to Present Farm, to
Ward, and to Louisiana Delta, 1929-1939, by Race.
dence of somewhat earlier movement to the ward, coupled with the fact
that only two-thirds as many households moved into the ward as changed
farms in the study interval, suggests the importance of short-distance
moves as well as the gradual progression of households toward a given
place of residence. Compared with the Negroes, the more mobile whites
less frequently entered the ward in the first few years of the ten-year
14
period but were relatively more numerous among the households passing
over the minor civil division lines in 1936, 1938, and 1939. Two-thirds
(104) of all households living on new ground farms in 1939 had entered
the ward in the preceding ten years. Moreover, two-thirds of these enter-
ing new ground households as compared with slightly over one-half of the
entering plantation households moved into the ward in the last four
years of the decade studied.
Year of Movement to Upper Delta of Louisiana. The greater the dis-
tance and the more severe the necessary adjustments, the fewer are the
migrant households. Over three times as many households changed farms
and over twice as many entered the ward as moved into the delta area
of Louisiana after 1928. Only one-fourth (160) of the households enu-
merated in Ward 2 moved into the delta area during the preceding dec-
ade. Further, these fewer households transferred somewhat earlier in the
ten-year period, one-third of them entering the Louisiana delta in 1929,
1930, and 1931. (See Figure 2.) For the most part, then, the households
living on given farms in the Louisiana delta did not move great distances
directly to those farms but rather approached them gradually by several
short moves. Another indication of the relative residential stability of
the Negro is the fact that only three-tenths (48) of the households enter-
ing the upper Louisiana delta but three-fifths of the total sample were of
this race. Slightly over one-third (52) of the households enumerated
on new ground reported having moved into the Louisiana delta in the
preceding ten years. More than half of these entering new ground house-
holds arrived in the delta prior to 1935.
Geographic Origins
Geographically speaking, migration is a "give and take" proposition.
Every migrant entering an area has been given up or sent by another
area. Information relating to the origin of migrants enables one to dis-
cover what localities are giving up the human resources gained by the
area of destination. Until this is known, any consideration of motiva-
tions for migration necessarily ignores the socio-economic conditions at
the point of origin and, therefore, at best can be only partially valid.
In a general way geographic origin is indicative of cultural origin.
People, least of all farmers, leave behind little of their cultural back-
ground when they take up residence in a different geographical area.^^
The religious beliefs, the political ideals, the educational achievements,
the occupational skills, all these and many other traits, basic to the process
of social adjustment and assimilation in the area of destination, are fre-
quently determined largely by the circumstances prevailing in the area
19 The determinative importance of the "mental luggage" of the migrants who
settled Colorado is stressed by R. W. Roskelley. See his monograph, Population Trends
in Colorado, Bulletin 642, Colorado Agricultural Experiment Station and Federal Work
Projects Administration, Fort Collins, 1940, p. 5.
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of origin. It is no wonder, then, that the social situation growing out of
a population influx in any given locality of destination can be under-
stood only in terms of the migrants' origins.
Birthplace of Heads of Households. One precise approach of universal
application in delimiting geographic origin is birthplace. Although birth-
place per se gives no exact information on the important question of
length of residence, it does ordinarily indicate some residence at the
place by the parents as well as the offspring, a circumstance that would
perhaps strengthen the imposition of the cultural stamp of that geo-
graphical area on the individual. In view of this, the birthplaces of the
heads of the 660 farm households are analyzed to determine the role of
various states, of upland versus delta areas, of distant versus nearby locali-
ties, in furnishing migrants to the sample minor civil division.
(1) State of Birth. The majority of the heads of households (three-
fifths of the 660) reported Louisiana birthplaces. (See Table IV.) An
TABLE IV. White and Negro Heads of Households
Classified by State and Area of Birth
State and area of birth
Total White Negro
Number Per cent Number Per cent Number Per cent
State of birth
660 100.0 250 100.0 410 100.0
402 60.9 87 34.8 315 76.8
144 21.9 77 30.8 67 16.4
45 6.8 38 15.2 7 1.7
11 1.7 8 3.2 3 .7
8 1.2 6 2.4 2 .5
50 7.5 34 13.6 16 3.9
Area of birth
568 100.0 194 100.0 374 100.0
234 41.2 149 76.8 85 22.7
334 58.8 45 23.2 289 77.3
*Includes Red River delta and Mississippi delta of Louisiana, Yazoo-Mississippi delta of Mississippi,
and Arkansas River valley and Mississippi delta of Arkansas.
additional fifth (144) reported Mississippi as their state of birth. Only
one-sixteenth (45) were born in Arkansas, the state of next importance.
Alabama and Texas were the birth states of 11 and eight heads of house-
holds, respectively. The balance (50) were born in other states, which,
for the most part, are located in the Southeast.
Sharp differences exist between the heads of white and Negro house-
holds with respect to state of birth. Louisiana-born Negroes are much
16
more numerous than whites born in Louisiana. (See Table IV.) Slightly
over three-fourths of the heads of the Negro households were born in
Louisiana as compared with only one-third of the heads of white house-
holds. In contrast, proportionately, nine times as many whites were
born in Arkansas, two times as many in Mississippi, over four times as
many in Texas, and over three times as many in other states, as was the
case for the Negroes. This relative concentration of Louisiana-born
Negroes among the sample cases is indicative of the greater residential
stability of the rural Negro.
For both whites and Negroes, heads of families on new ground were
born in Louisiana less frequently than those residing on the old ground.
More of the former, however, were born in Mississippi; among whites,
they reported Mississippi as state of birth even more often than Louisiana.
(2) Area of Birth: Delta Area versus Upland Area. Already it has
been emphasized that the Mississippi delta area, because of its flat topog-
raphy, fertile soils, large plantations, and Negro population, presents a
social and economic situation quite distinct from that of the neighboring
upland hill territory. Consequently, a move from the more sterile up-
land farming section to the more fertile delta farming area necessitates
a major readjustment on the part of the migrant as compared with a
residential shift within the entire delta area. Furthermore, it has been
suggested that hill areas, with high human fertility and low economic
opportunity tend constantly to serve as areas of origin for migrants to
less over-populated and economically more opportune flatlands. In order
to ascertain the magnitude of the movement from the surrounding up-
land region, the birthplaces of the heads of households were classified
into the two groups, upland area and delta area.^^
The heads of Negro households, as a group, are native to the delta
area, whereas the heads of the white households are foreign to the delta
area. Two-fifths of the heads of all households were born in the upland
area and three-fifths in the delta area. (See Table IV.) However, over
three-fourths of the whites as contrasted with less than one-fourth of the
Negroes were born in the upland area. The exact reverse was the case
for the heads of households born in the delta; they constituted one-
fourth of the whites but three-fourths of the Negroes. This racial differ-
ence in area of birth is pronounced for the persons on both the family-
size farms and the plantations. It perhaps is partially related to distance
and partially to the scarcity of Negroes in the upland areas from which
migrants to the upper delta of Louisiana may be recruited. Reflecting
the numerical dominance of the whites, two-thirds of the heads of house-
holds residing on new ground farms were born in the upland area.
(3) Distance Between Birthplace and Residence. In order to determine
more conclusively the, role of the distance factor, the 660 heads of house-
;
20 The birthplaces of "92 of the 660 heads of households were either too far removed
from the immediate situation or were in neither type of area and therefore were elimi-
nated from consideration.
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holds were classified into the following categories: (1) birthplace within
50 miles from center of survey area; (2) birthplace 50-150 miles from
center of survey area; (3) birthplace 150 miles or more from center of
survey area.
The relative concentration of the Negroes' birthplaces in the proximity
of the survey area make it appear that the whites migrate greater dis^
tances. (See Figure 3.) Seven-tenths (470) of all heads of households
Figure 3. Places of Birth of the White and Negro Heads of Households.
were born within a 50-mile radius of the center of the survey area, one-
sixth (90) over 150 miles away, and the balance (100) between 50 and
150 miles away from the survey-area center. In this respect the whites
and Negroes differed markedly. Less than one-half (113) of the 250
whites reported birthplaces within the 50-mile radius as compared with
seven-eighths (357) of the 410 Negroes. Proportionately, almost four
times as many of the former were born in the 50-150 mile range and
over five times as many in the 150-mile-and-over range. Heads of white
18
households since birth, then, moved farther than those of Negro house-
holds to get to the sample minor civil division.
Place of Residence, January, 1929. It is, of course, unlikely that many
of the heads of farm households moved directly from their birthplace to
the survey area. Rather, it is to be expected that the majority resided
at one or more other places before arriving in the sample minor civil divi-
sion, or especially, prior to occupying the farms on which they were enu-
merated. These places of residence interspersed between place of birth
and present farm are also significant from the standpoint of geographic
origin. The attempt is made to get at this point by analyzing place of
residence of the heads of households at the beginning of the period
studied.
In January, 1929, one-sixth (110) of the 660 heads of households had
already moved to the farms on which they were enumerated in the sur-
vey. (See Figure 4.) An additional 182 had entered the ward, making in
all about four-ninths (292) of the sample cases. A total of 208 more
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Figure 4. Place of residence in January 1929 of the Total, White, and Negro House-
holds and the Total, New Ground, and Old Ground Households.
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(three-tenths of the sample) were outside of the ward but in the upper
Mississippi deka area of Louisiana. The remaining 160 heads of house-
holds,2i one-fourth of the sample, were at this time still outside of the
upper delta area of Louisiana.
The Negroes, as a group, had relatively short distances to move after
1929 to reach their 1939 places of residence. Contrasted with the whites,
the heads of Negro households in 1929 were more frequently on present
farms and in the sample ward and the parish, but were less often in the
Louisiana delta area outside the parish and completely outside the Lou-
isiana delta area. (See Figure 4.) Indeed, the whites, proportionately,
were only one-eighth as frequently living on their present farms and only
one-half as frequently living elsewhere in the sample minor civil division
as were the Negroes. However, they were found over four times as often
outside the parish in the Louisiana delta area and almost five times as
often entirely outside the Louisiana delta area. The heads of white
households, then, who were born farther than the Negroes from the
center of the survey area, by January 1929 had progressed toward the
survey area, but still remained, on the whole at more distant points than
the Negroes.
Heads of the new ground households, compared with the heads of
households residing on the longer cultivated "old ground," were con-
spicuously absent on their present farms in January 1929. (See Figure
4.) Also, they were living farther from the survey area, both within and
without the Louisiana delta area. However, in the main, the movement
toward the new ground farms was gradual rather than direct. Although
only one-third of the heads of households were born in the delta area,
two-thirds were resident there by 1929. Moreover, there is every indica-
tion that a plurality of moves was required to span the distance between
the 1929 place of residence and the 1939 new ground farm. Consequently,
the new ground settlers, for the most part, progressed by stages toward
the new ground farms, most of them living in the immediate proximity
some time before establishing residence on the new land. The plantation
ordinarily was used as a way-station for both the white and Negro new-
ground farmers. This means that movement directly from the upland hill
section to the new-ground farming area assumed no significance by 1939.^^
Non-Delta Residences from Which Heads of Households Entered Delta
Area, 1929-39. The most significant geographic origin of the heads of
households transferring from non-delta to delta territory between 1929-39
is the area of residence just before making the move. The population
loss was an immediate shock to the social organizations of these areas,
even if in the long run economic betterment may result. Also the way of
life and thought of the entering migrants, crucial from the standpoint of
21 Only three of these 160 heads of households were in delta territory of other
St3.tCS
22 Cf. Homer L. Hitt, "Migration Among Delta Farmers," Louisiana Rural Economist,
October, 1941.
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social and economic adjustment in the new area, was partially prede-
termined by the conditions prevailing in these areas.
Almost one-fourth (157) of the heads of 660 households enumerated
in 1939 moved from non-delta area into delta area in the preceding ten
years. Although whites constituted less than two-fifths of the total sample,
seven-tenths (112) of those making the transfer were white. Obviously, the
Negroes rarely participated in the movement from non-delta territory.
Specifically, only 45, or about one-tenth of the heads of the Negro house-
holds, reported this type of residential change.
As expected, non-delta portions of Louisiana furnish a large share of
the migrants, but Arkansas and Mississippi are well represented among
them. Over two-fifths moved from parts of Louisiana, whereas approxi-
mately one-fifth of the total came from each Arkansas and Mississippi.
Texas, although contributing only seven households, was next in impor-
tance and was followed by Alabama and Oklahoma, from which four and
two households, respectively, moved. The balance (seven) came from
scattered states.
Although the number of -cases are few, a significant racial difference
with respect to state of previous residence seems unquestionably indi-
cated. (See Figure 5.) Proportionately, heads of white households came
from Arkansas over three times as frequently as heads of Negro house-
holds. On the other hand, Mississippi was reported as the state of pre-
vious residence only one-third as often as for the Negroes. One reason for
the large number of Negroes moving from Mississippi is their great fre-
quency in the total population of that state. The heads of white house-
holds had come from "other states," more distant from the survey area
than those cited above, about five times more often than the Negroes.
This is in accord with the previous findings that whites more frequently
were born some distance from the center of the survey area.
The specific areas of these states from which the migrants move to enter
the delta area are significant. (See Figure 5.) The great majority came
from the upland hill areas of Louisiana, Arkansas, and Mississippi, al-
though a few were from other areas. The large number of whites who
moved into the delta area from west-central Arkansas, particularly Yell
County, is a most interesting phenomenon. The fact that within ten
years a large number of the cases moved more than 200 miles from a
relatively small area to a distinctively different socio-economic area and
settled within the extremely small geographic unit, the sample ward,
seems indicative of highly important non-economic factors influencing, if
not determining, the origin and destination of migratory movements. It
would appear that significant roles must be attributed to kinship and
community bonds in this high correlation between geographic origin
and destination. Perhaps migration does not as completely and finally
sever an individual's or household's social ties with the "home folks" as
has been stressed by some writers.
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Figure 5. Non-Delta Residences from Which White and Negro Heads of Households
Entered Delta Area, 1929-1939.
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Turnover of Delta Population
The rate of turnover of a population is of great social importance. It
is an index to the frequency with which most community bonds are
broken and begun anew. That these breaches may occur too frequently
for the effectiveness and solidarity of existing social organizations is evi-
dent, even though new persons or families are available to assume the
social roles of the departed.^^ Moreover, the ill effects of a high popula-
tion turnover are not visited solely on the group activities of an area.
Farm resources and practices, likewise, fall below accepted standards
when tenure of residence is insecure and short.
Since, in this study, only entering migrants who remained and resi-
dents were enumerated, no check was secured on migrants leaving the
area. Despite this lack, it was possible to obtain the following highly
indicative measures of turnover: (1) median years of residence of the
heads of households on present farms and in sample minor civil division,
and (2) time of arrival of the heads of households on present farms, in
ward, in parish, and in Louisiana delta. Finally, an attempt is made to
ascertain the persistence of the farmers settled on the cut-over new
ground.
Median Number of Years on Farm and in Minor Civil Division. Length
of occupancy is related to population turnover. The longer the length of
occupancy of present farms, the smaller the population turnover of the
area is likely to be. However, this "length of occupancy" index assunies
a relatively stable agricultural economy in which farming opportunities
are primarily created by outward migration. Otherwise the entering of
farm families for settlement on new land would tend to shorten the
median length of occupancy although little or no turnover accompanied
the movement. Because of the recent widespread settlement of cut-over
new ground in the delta, the short length of occupancy of the settlers
may distort the total picture. Since these settlers are, for the most part,
white households on family-size farms, a racial and farm breakdown tends
to segregate the recent migrants into the area who probably did not
replace migrants from the area.^^
23 That a high population turnover "affects adversely the entire social structure" is
concluded by Max R. White, Douglas Ensminger, and Cecil L. Gregory, op. cit., p. 4.
Also see B. O. Williams, Occupational Mobility Among Farmers, Part I, "Mobility Pat-
terns," South Carolina Agricultural Experiment Station Bulletin No. 296, Clemson, 1934,
pp. 16 ££.
24 C. E. Lively and Conrad Taeuber emphasized that a high population mobility
"may aggravate the serious problem of soil conservation." Rural Migration in the
United States, Research Monograph 19, Works Progress Administration, Washington,
D. C, 1939, p. 123.
25 The supposition that the sample households occupying the long-settled plantation
area of the sample minor civil division more likely would have followed or replaced
departing households, whereas, the families moving into the new ground area, in com-
parison, would have been preceded by other households less frequently. Since the white
family-size farm households comprised the majority of the new ground settlers, a race
and type of operating unit breakdown would tend to select out those entering house-
holds more likely not to have replaced departing families.
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A high rate of population turnover prevails in the delta area. The
median length of residence of the heads of households on present farms
was 2.5 years. (See Table V.) Negroes, residentially more stable than
the whites, are characterized by a slower turnover. The median length
of occupancy of the heads of Negro households (3.4 years) was over twice
that of the heads of white households (1.4 years) . This racial differen-
tial is evident also in both the family-size farm and plantation groups.
Even the few Negroes on the new ground definitely had been on their
present farms longer than the corresponding whites, the median lengths
of occupancy being 3.1 and 1.7 years, respectively.
TABLE V. The Median Number of Years Heads of Households Have Lived on
Present Farms and in the Sample Minor Civil Division, Classified
BY Race and Type of Operating Unit
Race
Type of Operating Unit





Sample minor civil division
Total 8.5 6.7 9.1
White 3.2 3.1 3.8
22.1 30.1 16.6
An analysis of the median length of residence in the sample minor
civil division yields a similar but even more striking racial difference.
The heads of the Negro households had lived in the minor civil division,
proportionately, about seven times longer than the heads of white house-
holds. (See Table V.) This difference between whites and Negroes with
respect to length of residence in the minor civil division was even more
pronounced in the family-size farm group, slightly less so in the planta-
tion group. The preponderance of whites among the heads of the family-
size farm households and of Negroes among the heads of the plantation
households appears to have caused the relatively shorter length of resi-
dence of the heads of all households on family-size farms. However, the
Negroes on family-size farms reported a much longer median residence
in the minor civil division than those on plantations.
The heads of the households on family-size farms had, on the whole,
entered the sample minor civil division later than those on plantations.
A greater turnover, however, cannot be imputed to the former, some of
whom probably came in to take advantage of the new agricultural op-
portunities in the cut-over area, and consequently replaced no other
households. The median length of residence in the ward of the heads
of new ground households was 3.9 years.
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Time of Arrival on Farrrij in Ward, in Parish, and in Delta Area. The
heads of households were classified into three arrival groups, before 1929,
1929-34, and 1934-39, with reference to time of each, occupying present
farms, entering sample minor civil division, parish, and upper Mississippi
delta of Louisiana. Then, the proportion in each arrival group was com-
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Figure 6. Time of Arrival of Total, White, and Negro Heads of Households on Farm,
in Ward, in Parish, and in Delta Area.
Perhaps the most striking feature of the component-part bar chart is the
convincing manner in which it illustrates the frequent occurrence of
short distance moves in the delta area. Very infrequently did only one
move result in the complete transfer from non-delta area to present farm.
Of the 550 heads of households occupying present farms during the
period studied, in January, 1929, one-third resided in the ward, one-
eighth lived outside the ward but in the parish, one-fourth were outside
25
the parish but in the Louisiana delta area, and less than three-tenths
resided outside the Louisiana delta area. Consequently, few o£ the heads
of households moving to present farms came from distant points.
The prevalence of a greater turnover among the whites is again indi-
cated. A larger proportion of the heads of Negro households were present
before 1929 in every case, on present farms, in the ward, in the parish,
and in the Louisiana delta. (See Figure 6.) On the other hand, rela-
tively more of the whites were late arrivals. Compared with the Negroes,
after January, 1935, proportionately, three times as many whites entered
the delta area and the parish, over two and one-half as many entered the
ward, and one and one-half as many occupied their present farms. Negroes,
then, invariably were disproportionately concentrated among the eatly
arrivals, conspicuously scarce among the late arrivals. In so far as time
of arrival is a valid index of turnover in this instance, it shows that the
Negroes of the survey area have experienced the smaller turnover.
The Persistence of New Ground Settlers. Very little, if any, of the
recent settlement of the cut-over area of the delta occurred prior to
1929. Households taking up new ground holdings, for the most part
then, did not replace families present in the cut-over area at the begin-
ning of the period studied. However, there is a likelihood that some of
the early new ground settlers were replaced by later ones during the ten-
year interval. Some indication of the prevalence of this type of turnover
is revealed by the proportion of sample new ground settlers who reported
construction of their present dwelling as compared with the number
merely moving into an existent dwelling. In the latter case, the suppo-
sition is that the occupants were preceded at least by the family under
whose direction or for whom the dwelling was constructed. On the
other hand, it is likely that the families building their present dwellings
were the first occupants of the accompanying land.
The succession of different families on the new ground farms has been
frequent. Three-tenths of the households on the new ground were im-
mediately preceded in their houses by other families, and almost one-
sixth moved into houses that had been vacant for more than six months.
TABLE VI. New Ground Households Classified by Recent
Dwelling History and Race
Dwelling history
Total White Negro
Number Per cent Number Per cent Number Per cent
145* 100.0 116 100.0 29* 100.0
77 53.1 58 50.0 19 66.0
Occupied vacant house 23 15.9 20 17.2 3 10.0
45 31.0 38 32.8 7 24.0
*Not ascertainable for three households.
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Only slightly over one-half of the households were the first occupants of
their present dwellings. (See Table VI.) This means on almost one-half
of the new ground farms occupied by sample households in 1939, other
families had tried to make a go and failed. One-sixth of them had re-
mained vacant for some time awaiting other hopeful occupants.
Replacements appear to be less frequent among Negro than among
white new ground households. Two-thirds of the few Negro households
built their present dwellings, only one-third were preceded by other
households. Correspondingly, one-half of the whites constructed their
present dwellings, the other half occupied houses built by or for previous
occupants. And interestingly, of the seven Negro new ground households
replacing other households, six reported the former household to have
been white. So the majority of the predecessors to the Negroes were
white and not Negro. In contrast, only two of the 38 "replacing" white
households took the places of former Negro occupants. The discovery
that Negro new ground households have, to some extent, replaced white
occupants may be explained by the observed tendency of Negro settlers
to accept poorer locations and less adequately drained land.^^
Motivations for Movement
A survey of the literature shows that little information of a definitive
character is known concerning the entire matter of motivations for rural
population movements. Investigators, for the most part, have been con-
tent to cite general situational factors that contribute to either the eco-
nomic impoverishment or the enrichment of an area. Among these factors
most frequently singled out are price changes, climatic changes, mechani-
zation, depletion of crop land, the opening up of new land, and differen-
tial fertility. A painstaking analysis, however, has demonstrated "that
simple generalizations, alleging uniform relationships between rural
migration and conditions in the rural areas affected, are not possible."^^
Moreover, it is certain that the operation of social and psychological
considerations coincidental with those of an economic nature frequently
make the migration process an irrational subjective matter.
The attempt was made to approach one step nearer the problem than
the mere cataloging of obvious general economic factors that were thought
to, or conceivably could, have been related to the movement. This step
was to obtain the migrants' own reasons for moving or their verbaliza-
tions of them. 28 Those responses of the migrants, of course, are not as-
26 It was stated in the study by Phillip E. Jones, John E. Mason, and Joseph T.
Elvove that, "Largely because the Negroes are more willing to accept the less desirable
locations, their settlements are usually on the most inaccessible and the most poorly
drained land . . . New Settlement Problems in the Northeastern Louisiana Dislta,
Louisiana Agricultural Experiment Station and Bureau of Agricultural Economics,
cooperating. University, Louisiana, 1940, p. 7.
27 C. E. Lively and Conrad Taeuber, op. cit., p. 82.
28 The migrants were asked to give the most important reason for making each
move. The reason was recorded on the schedule by the enumerator.
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sumed to be consistently in accord with the conditions giving rise to their
movement. Once secured the reasons were classified into one o£ the fol-
lowing categories: (1) institutional advantages; (2) attracted by relatives
and friends; (3) for better land; (4) for better living quarters; (5) seek-
ing more profitable set-up; (6) for ownership; (7) real or imagined in-
justices from landlord; (8) unpleasant personal associations; (9) dis-
placement; and (10) psychological unrest.^^
It seemed advisable to analyze the motivations for the following types
of movement: (1) from non-delta to delta area; (2) from within the
delta area into the sample minor civil division; (3) to present farms; and
(4) general milling about in area.
Movement from Non-Delta to Delta Area. In the ten-year period
1929-39 almost one-fourth (157) of the 660 heads of households moved
from non-delta to delta area. The great majority of these left the upland
hill territory of Louisiana, Arkansas, and Mississippi to farm in the
level and alluvial delta area. The agricultural opportunities in this area,
however, are somewhat more limited than its natural richness might
indicate. At least partly as a result of the predominating large-scale plan-
tation agriculture with its highly specialized and stratified economy,
most of the doors open to migrants as well as to sedentees, lead directly
to a state of virtual peonage. This situation is reflected in the general
poverty of the area.^o Consequently, it seems that, despite the prevalence
of poverty and overpopulation in the areas of origin, from a rational
standpoint there would be no reason for anticipating a higher level of
living in the delta area despite its more fertile soil.^^
A factor, perhaps, assuming ever-increasing importance as a magnetic
influence on the non-delta as well as the delta population, is the cut-over
new ground that is being sold in family-size blocks. Lively and Taeuber
stated that . . . Rumors of the openings of good land have always
brought numerous prospective settlers . . . ."^^ However, the opening of
the new ground in the survey area did not bring a large proportion of
the migrants directly from the non-delta area. Although one-third (53)
of these migrant households were on new ground farms at the time of
enumeration, only one-tenth (17) transferred in a single move from the
non-delta area to the new ground farms. Settlers, regardless of point of
29 These categories were devised after a thorough and systematic review of the
reasons given. Their purpose is to enable brief statistical statements and comparisons
that would have been impossible had the reasons been left in their original form for
the analysis.
, . u
30 Mangus observed that "The rural-farm plane of living is lower than m any other
major region. Only the favored few have houses whose value approaches the United
States average, and the possession of such conveniences as telephone, running water,
electric lights, automobiles, and radios is very limited." Op. cit., p. 22. ^
31 Pertinent in this respect is the finding of Dorothy Dickins that Negro farm fami-
lies in the poor hill section of Mississippi were living at a higher material level than
those in the fertile delta area. Family Living on Poorer and Better Soil, Mississippi
Agricultural Experiment Station Bulletin 320, State College, 1937, pp. 35-36.
32 c. E. Lively and Conrad Taeuber, op. cit., p. 66.
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origin, ordinarily lived on plantations in the delta prior to occupying
their new farms.
In spite of the limited economic opportunity of the delta area, the
heads of the migrant households most frequently gave as the reason pri-
marily responsible for the transfer "the desire for a more profitable set-
up." One-third of all reported this reason. (See Table VII.) One-fourth
gave the reason of next importance—getting close to relatives and
friends. Approximately one-sixth reported that each, the desire for better
land and the pressure of displacement, was the primary motivating force
bringing about their move into the delta. Other reasons were only infre-
quently given. It is perhaps significant, since this was primarily a farm to
farm transfer, that only three families moved seeking ownership. Racial
comparisons are hindered by the small number of Negroes among the
migrant households. However, proportionately, heads of four times as
many white as Negro households reported their move to be the conse-
quence of a desire for better land.
Movement from Within Delta to Sample Minor Civil Division. Almost
one-third (211) of the heads of the 660 sample households entered
the
minor civil division from delta territory between 1929 and 1939. By and
large the same reasons that stood out as the more determinative for the
transfer from non-delta to delta territory were more frequently cited as the
cause for this move into the minor civil division. (See Table VIII.)
Approximately one-fifth of the heads of these moving households attrib-
uted this change of residence to a more profitable set-up, one-fifth to
drawing power of friends and relatives, and over one-sixth to being forced
off former place.
However, the smaller emphasis put on the profit motive (including
better land) and the greater emphasis placed on living quarters, injustices
of landlord, and unpleasant personal associations by the intra-delta mi-
grants may reflect the philosophy engendered by the prevailing social and
economic system. Perhaps experience has persuaded many that the most
tangible rewards obtainable for their labor are satisfactory living quarters
and pleasant personal relations. The upsurge of ownership as a cause
for this type of intra-delta movement results from the opportunity offered
after 1935 by the sale of the cut-over new ground in family-size holdings.
Clear-cut differentials are evident between the expressed reasons for
moving of the whites and Negroes. For the move into the sample ward,
as was the case for the move into the delta area, "relatives and friends"
were relatively more often cited by the heads of Negro households as a
cause for moving. Also of more importance for the Negroes were "better
living quarters" and "injustices of landlord." The whites, on the con-
trary, attributed this move proportionately over five times more frequent-
ly to the quest for better land and over seven times more frequently to the









































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































TABLE VIII. Households in Each of the Three Residential Categories
Classified by Size and Race
Total Within ward Within delta Into i)ELTA
Number of persons





100.0 292 100.0 i 211
!
100.0 157 100.0
48 7.3 31 10.6 1 11 5.2 6 3.8
170 25.8 99 33.9
j
49 23.2 22 14.0
113 17.1 49 16.8 38 18.0 25 16.6
92 13.9 33 11.3 1 37 17.5 22 14.0
237 35.9 80 27.4 76 36.1 81 51.6
White
250 100.0 47 100.0 91 100.0 112 100.0
8 3.2 1 2.0 4 4.0 3 2.7
Two 28 11.2 13 27.0 8 9.0 7 6.2
43 17.2 6. 13.0 18 20.0 19 16.9
44 17.6 8 17.0 19 21.0 17 15.2
127 50.8 19 41.0 42 46.0 66 59.0
Negio
410 100.0 245 100.0 120 100.0 45 100.0
One 40 9.7 30 12.3 7 5.8 3
7.0
Two 142 34.6 86 35.1 41 34.2 15 33.0
Three 70 17.1 43 17.6 20 16.7 7
16.0
48 11.7 25 10.2 18 15.0 5 11.0
110 26.9 61 24.8 ! 34 28.3 15 33.0
to all except the favored few in the delta area, this has been especially
the case for Negroes. Now^ even with the current land rush in progress,
the Negro, for one reason or another, continues on the whole to remain
apart from ownership. This accounts for the relative lack of ownership
reasons for moving given by Negroes.
Movement to Present Farm. The heads of 550 households moved to the
farms on which they were enumerated between 1929 and 1939. Consider-
ably more than one-fifth of these attributed this particular shift to the
desire for a more profitable set-up. (See Table IX.) An additional one-
fifth stated displacement at their former residence was the cause for their
last move. Next in order are three reasons of about the same importance:
the desire for better living quarters, ownership, and the attraction of rela-
tives and friends. Each of these reasons was cited by over one-eighth of
the heads of households. It seems that as the typical short-distance delta
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TABLE IX. Heads of Households and Wives in Each of the Three Residential
Categories, Classified by Years of Schooling Completed and by Race.
Years of schooling
completed













Total number 630 283 200 147 505 203 167 135
Per cent 100.0 100,0 100 0 100.0 100 0 100 0 100.0 100.0
None 14.3 18.7 12 0 8.9 9 9 13 3 8.4 6.7
1-3 26.6 33.6 26 0 13.6 17 0 22 6 18.0 7.4
35.0 31.1 39 5 36.7 39 2 40 5 39.5 37.1
7-10 20.8 13.7 20 0 35.3 29 5 18 6 32.1 42.2
1 1 and over 3.3 2.9 2 5 5.5 4 4 5 0 1.8 6.6
Total number: White. . . . 241 46 90 105 218 42 78 98
Per cent 100.0 100.0 100 0 100.0 100 0 100 0 100.0 100.0
None 5.0 2.0 3 0 7.6 4 1 7 0 3.0 4.0
1-3 11.7 11.0 17 0 7.6 5 5 7 0 8.0 3.0
4-6 37.3 33.0 46 0 32.4 34 9 24 0 37.0 38.0
7-10 38.2 39.0 30 0 44.7 47 2 43 0 51.0 46.0
7.8 15.0 4 0 7.7 8 3 19 0 1.0 9.0
Total number: Negro. . . . 389 237 110 42 287 161 89 37
Per cent 100.0 100.0 100 0 100.0 100 0 100 0 100.0 100.0
None 20.1 21.9 19 1 12.0 14 3 14 9 13.0 14.0
1-3 35.8 38.0 33 7 29.0 25 7 26 7 27.0 19.0
4-6 33.7 30.8 34 5 47.0 42 6 44 8 42.0 35.0
7-10 10.0 8.9 11 8 12.0 16 0 12 4 16.0 32.0
11 and over .4 .4 9 1 4 1 2 2.0
move is approached, living quarters command a greater consideration,
relatives and friends a smaller consideration, as legitimate causes for
moving.
Another distinguishing feature of the reasons given for the move to
present farms is importance of ownership. Largely responsible for the
frequency of this reason is the opportunity for ownership provided by
the opening and sale of the cut-over new ground in family-size parcels.
This ownership reason was very rarely given for the move to plantations,
but it accounted for two-fifths of the moves to the family-size farm units.
Moreover, approximately the same proportion of Negroes and whites
moving to the new ground reported ownership as the primary cause.
However, since Negroes were outnumbered by four to one on the new
ground farms, the small number of all Negro households giving the
ownership reason is understandable.
General Milling About in Delta Area. It is well established that the
great bulk of residential changes made in rural areas are confined within
relatively small spatial limits despite the general prevalence of this mill-
ing phenomenon, it is perhaps more conspicuously present in the Missis-
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sippi delta area than in any other rural region.^^ xhe fabulous extent
of such moving about from farm to farm in the delta was indicated in
the section on "turnover." The median length of residence on present
farms was found to be only 1.4 years for whites and 3.4 years for Negroes.
The situational factors primarily responsible for this continual milling
about in the delta, for the most part, seems to be inherent in the prevail-
ing order of large-scale agriculture. . . . In those parts of the United
States where the plantation system has been the dominant agricultural in-
stitution, the share-wage labor system has generated a tremendous amount
of shifting from one plantation to another."35 Vance contends that
eventually many farm families become habituated to this continual
change of residence.^^ It is further suggested by Lively and Taeuber that
this "shifting about at the same occupational level becomes a substitute
for movement up the agricultural ladder.''^^ From these considerations
it appears evident that the farm population of the Mississippi delta area
has developed a tradition of residential instability. The great frequency
of moves perhaps has made them relatively normal and expected.
The usual readiness of an explanation for a majority of the farm to
farm moves occurring within the area may indicate not so much that
these moves are executed without cause as that more and slighter causes
constitute adequate pretexts for moving. Reasons for 1,195 residence
shifts within the delta were reported by the total sample. Displacement
at previous residence allegedly accounted for one-fourth (290) of these
moves, the greatest number in any single category. (See Table X.) Next,
and of the same approximate importance as displacement, was the desire
for a more profitable set-up. Then, in order of frequency reported, came
the two reasons, attraction of relatives and friends and the desire for bet-
ter living quarters. Over one-tenth of the moves were attributed to each
of these reasons. The remaining reasons were cited less frequently. Heads
of Negro households had made less than one-half of these moves, although
they comprised over three-fifths of the total sample. Furthermore, the
reasons for the moves reported by the Negroes appear to differ signifi-
33 T. Lynn Smith designated "the annual movement of Southern croppers and
'tenants' from one plantation to another" as an outstanding example of farm to farm
mobility. The Sociology of Rural Life, p. 189.
34 P. A. Sorokin and Carle C. Zimmerman have summarized the reasons for the
predominance of short-distance moves in Principles of Rural-Urban Sociology, New
York: Henry Holt and Company, 1929, pp. 593-594. These reasons are of general
application and are thus basic to the more local situational factors cited in the text
as being partially responsible for short-distance moves in the delta area.
35 T. Lynn Smith, The Sociology of Rural Life, p. 191. Also see T. Lynn Smith,
"Characteristics of Migrants," The Southwestern Social Science Quarterly, (March,
1941) , p. 338. T. J. Woofter likewise views the prevailing
agricultural system as pri-
marily responsible for the farm-to-farm moves. Op cit., p. 107.
36 Rupert B. Vance, Human Factors in Cotton Culture, Chapel Hill: University of
North Carolina Press, 1929, pp. 134-35, 308. A similar conclusion was reached by Max
R. White, Douglas Ensminger, and Cecil L. Gregory. "Being on the move becomes a
part of their pattern of life with frequent changes of residence from one community
to another the rule, rather than the exception." Op. cit., p. 4.
37 C. E. Lively and Conrad Taeuber, Op. cit., p. 124.
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candy from those reported by the whites. Briefly, the differences suggest
that either the white households of the delta area are more frequently
motivated to move by circumstances ordinarily assumed to be largely eco-
nomic in character or they are more often inclined to justify their resi-
dential changes by economic rationalizations.
TABLE X. Total Years Spent in Agriculture by the Heads of Households in Each
OF the Three Residential Categories, 1929-1939, Classified
BY Tenure Status and Race
Tenure status
Total Within ward Within delta Into delta
Number Per cent Number Per cent Number Per cent Number Per cent
Total
5,561 100.0 2,543 100.0 1,791 100.0 1,227 100.0
886 16.0 501 19.7 158 8.8 227 18.5
Tenant 802 14.4 379 14.9 264 14.7 159 13.0
2,227 40.0 917 36.0 798 44.6 512 41.7
1,646 29.6 746 29.4 571 31.9 329 26.8
White
2,010 100.0 402 100.0 774 100.0 834 100.0
534 26.6 188 46.8 129 16.7 217 26.0
Tenant 453 22.5 75 18.6 239 30.9 139 16,7
111 36.2 105 26.1 308 39.8 314 37.6
Laborer 296 14.7 34 8.5 98 12.6 164 19.7
Negro
Total 3,551 100.0 2,141 100.0 1,017 100.0 393 100.0
Owner 352 9.9 313 14.6 29 2.8 10 2.5
Tenant 349 9.8 304 14.2 25 2.5 20 5.1
Cropper 1,500 42.3 812 37.9 490 48.2 198 50.4




Migrants ordinarily differ in many respects from non-migrant or seden-
tary persons. The quantitative and qualitative extent of the differences
has extreme significance for the area of destination as well as the area of
origin. The vital consequence to an area of receiving or sending dispro-
portionate numbers of migrants of a particular social, economic, or demo-
graphic status is well known. In view of this, migration assumes a much
broader and deeper meaning than if its only result were a net change of
total population. Indeed through the operation of these differentials, the
entire physiognomy of a population may be altered by coexisting in and
out currents of migration that effect little or no net change in the total
number.
Since this is a study of migration into an area, the problem of differ-
entials is necessarily approached by comparing the characteristics of the
entering and the sedentary populations, classified into three groups in
this study. The three residential groups are compared to ascertain
whether they differ in the following basic respects: (1) age distribution;
(2) family composition; (3) education; (4) occupation;
and (5) levels of
living.
Age Composition
Young adults are included in greater proportions among migrating
than amon^ non-migrating populations. The "sculpturing" effects of this
differential on the populations both sending and receiving migrants are
generally recognized. In turn the age structures of the respective popula-
tions exert a vital influence on the social and economic potentialities of
the areas of origin and destination.^^ The usual immobility of the very
young and the aged means that productive capacity of an area tends to
vary inversely and the degree of dependency directly with the net losses
sustained through migration. In addition to the economic effects, the
operation of age differentials in migration gives rise to significant insti-
tutional repercussions.
Total Populations of the Three Residential Categories. In the main,
the migrant families (i.e., those entering the sample minor civil division)
,
as compared with the sedentary households, include a disproportionately
38 Cf. T. Lynn Smith's statement, "The age distribution is one of the most signifi-
cant and informing categories of information that can be secured concerning any popu-
lation. One of the first tasks of migration studies should be to set forth the significant
features concerning the distribution of ages in the migrant population." "Characteristics
of Migrants," p. 7. Also see T. Lynn Smith, The Sociology of Rural Life, p. 71.
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large share of young adults. (See Figure 7.) These differentials may be
generally stated in terms of three broad age groupings, under 15 or chil-
dren, 15-45 or the more productive years, and 45 and over or the years
of declining productivity. The persons included in the sedentary house-
holds were relatively concentrated in the ages above 45 and particularly
so in the ages above 55. At the same time, these immobile persons, com-
pared with the individuals of the two migrant groups, had comparatively
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CURE 7. Percentage Age Distributions of the Persons Included in the Three Residential Categories, by Rl
few members under 15 years of age, as well as in the intermediate age
group, 15-45. However, the relative deficiency of the sedentees in this
latter group seemed to result for the most part from the extremely large
number of young adults, aged 20-30, in the migrant groups. This concen-
tration of adults at the most fertile years of life in the migrant groups is
responsible for their inclusion of a comparative excess of children.
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These major age differences between migrant and non-migrant persons
hold irrespective of race. However, the age structures of the two migrant
groups also differ somewhat from each other. Generally speaking, the
adult persons from outside the delta area were less frequently included
in the young fertile age class, and consequently had relatively fewer chil-
dren under five.
Heads of Households of the Three Residential Categories. In accord
with these age findings for the total populations, the heads of the im-
mobile households, as a group are oldest; the heads of the households
from non-delta territory, intermediate; and the heads of the households
moving about within the delta area, youngest. Specifically, the median
ages of these groups were 47.8, 42.7, and 38.3 years, respectively. This
indicates that the survey area more frequently received families with
youthful heads from within than from without the delta area, although
the heads of both groups of migrant families were significantly younger
than those of the immobile families remaining within the ward. Thus,
for the sample area, a net in-migration of these families means, in addi-
tion to the numerical change of population, more workers in the pro-
ductive ages. However, the concomitant increase of dependent children
somewhat counterbalances the salient effect of the relative absence of
aged dependents. The children represent additional burdens for the
school resources of the area. And the young adults, if they remain in the
area, perhaps will serve as a source of more children in the future.
Family Composition
Type of Family. The households migrating into and within the delta
area differ significantly in type from the immobile households. Families
composed of "husband, wife, and children only" were more often in-
cluded in each of the migrant groups than in the non-migrant group. (See
Figure 8.) This generalization is applicable to both races. Moreover, in
both the Negro and the white samples, a larger proportion of the migrant
households into the delta than within the delta area were of this type.
For example, of the total sample, five-eighths of the households moving
into the delta, almost one-half of the households migrating within the
delta, and only one-fourth of the households remaining within the ward
included husband, wife, and children only. Beyond this point of general
consensus, the white and Negro families of the sample were unlike.
Size of Household. The sizes of the households included in the three
residential categories are not unrelated to the age and family-type factors
already analyzed. From the standpoint of age, the relative concentration
of both the young adult and the children's groupings in the migrant
households and from the standpoint of family type, the greater frequency
of the husband, wife, and children family in the migrant categories point
to comparatively larger mobile than immobile households. (See Table
VIII.) The small-sized families were relatively more numerous in the
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immobile group, slightly larger families seemed more typical of the
"within-delta" migration, and the very large families were most often
included in the movement from non-delta territory.
The Negro and white households of the sample differ markedly from
each other in size. In all cases the Negro households were substantially
smaller than the white households. One- and two-member households
were proportionately over three times more numerous in the total Negro
sample. Moreover, whereas one-half of all white households were composed
of five or more persons, this was the case for only one-fourth of the Negro
households. The median number of persons in the total households was
4.0; the median numbers for the white and Negro households were 5.1
and 3.3, respectively. Similar differences were apparent in each of the
three residential categories. The fewer persons included in the Negro
households is in accord with the strikingly low fertility characterizing the
Negroes of the delta area immediately adjacent to the Mississippi River.^^
Other factors, as a higher death rate, are doubtlessly also associated with
the smaller Negro households.
Despite this prevailing racial difference, the size of households seems
to bear the same general relationship to migration among both the whites
and Negroes. The larger Negro households, like the larger white house-
holds, were relatively least numerous in the immobile group, and most
numerous in the migrant group from non-delta territory. Two-fifths of
the white households remaining within the ward compared with almost
one-half of the households moving about within the delta and three-fifths
of the households migrating into the delta included five or more persons.
Among the Negroes, corresponding, though smaller proportions of the
three residential groups of households were of this size.
These marked size and type of family differences among the three resi-
dential categories result partially from their dissimilar age structures. In
addition, the inclusion of the largest number of persons in the house-
holds from non-delta territory is perhaps related to the previous residence
of the majority of them in the neighboring upland hill section which is
characterized by higher fertility and large families. Notwithstanding the
differences between the households from within and without the delta,
the fact remains that they both were significantly larger than the immo-
bile households remaining within the ward. A net gain of these larger
households by the survey area has likely had the effect of increasing the
total population more rapidly than the number of families or, in other
words, of increasing the average size of family in the area.
Education
Several studies have analyzed the educational differences, usually in
terms of grades completed, between migrant and non-migrant persons.
For the most part these studies have been concerned only with rural-
39 Conrad Taeuber and Irene B. Taeuber, "Negro Rural Fertility Ratios in the
Mississippi Delta," The Southwestern Social Science Quarterly, Vol. 21 (December,
1940) , pp. 210-220.
urban migration. The general consensus is that "migrants to towns and
cities receive more formal educational training than the sedentees."^o
However, little is known of the relative educational achievements of the
persons moving in other currents of migration. This study analyzes the
educational levels of the participants in the predominantly rural-farm
migration into and within the Mississippi delta and compares these levels
with those attained by the sedentary population.
Grades Completed by Heads of Households. The heads of the sample
households, on the whole, are characterized by low educational attain-
ment. (See Table IX.) Less than one-fourth had advanced beyond the
seventh grade and one-seventh reported no formal schooling. These pro-
portions, of course, reflect the depressing effect of the low level of educa-
tion in the Negro segment of the sample.
The heads of the Negro and white households, as would be expected,
varied widely from each other in amount of formal education received.
Proportionately, four times as many of the former as of the latter re-
ported no schooling whatever. On the other hand, over four times as
many of the whites as the Negroes had completed the seventh or a higher
grade. This striking difference between the races in educational status is
also demonstrated by the fact that less than one-half of the heads of the
Negro households had completed the fourth or a higher grade as con-
trasted with five-sixths of the heads of white households. The causes for
this markedly inferior educational status of the Negro are perhaps as
numerous and complex as the aspects of race relations.
In addition to the differences between whites and Negroes, the three
residential categories within each racial group exhibited divergent educa-
tional patterns. The heads of the immobile Negro households had re-
ceived the least formal training, the heads of the migrant households
from non-delta territory had received the most. Between these extremes
was the status of the heads of the households moving within the delta area.
Unlike this educational pattern, the heads of the white households re-
maining within the ward included relatively the fewest representatives
entirely without formal education and the most with at least a high
school education. On the whole, then, the educational level of this white
immobile group was as high as that of the migrant group fron non-delta
territory. The residence groups moving within the delta exhibited the
lowest status of all among the whites.
Grades Completed by Wives of Heads of Households. The wives, in
the main, receive more formal schooling than their husbands. (See Table
IX.) Fewer of the wives reported no schooling at all and significantly
more of them completed the seventh or a higher grade. However, resi-
dential patterns of education characterizing the wives of the two racial
groups are strikingly similar to those exhibited by their respective hus-
bands. This perhaps is the result of assortative mating on the part of
40 T. Lynn Smith, "Characteristics of Migrants," op. cit., p. 348.
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both the migrant and the sedentary heads. Among the Negroes the wives
entering the deka area, as did their husbands, included the most repre-
sentatives having completed the seventh or a higher grade whereas the
wives remaining within the ward included the fewest of this type. The
proportion of wives moving within the delta of this educational
class was intermediate. The white wives remaining within the ward, in
contrast to the Negro wives but similar to the heads of white households
as a group, attained an educational status equal or superior to that of
the wives entering the delta area. And, as in the case of the corresponding
white husbands, the wives migrating within the delta on the whole at-
tended school the fewest years.
The striking parallel between the heads of households and their wives
with respect to educational status would appear to support the hypothesis
that the highly stratified society of the delta area, although permitting
members of a few favored immobile white households to complete rela-
tively large amounts of schooling, militates against the general acquisition
of a high level of formal education.^i The inclusion of only a few repre-
sentatives of the privileged class among the white immobile households
may explain the higher average educational level for husbands and wives
of this group. The fact that the persons moving within the delta were,
for the most part, both exclusive of the favored class and possessed of
relatively few years of formal education, would seem to reflect this situa-
tion. Both the heads of households and their wives who moved about
within the delta had received fewer years of schooling than the corre-
sponding persons from non-delta territory. However, whatever may have
been the cause, the findings seem fairly well supported that regardless of
race the heads of households and their wives from non-delta territory had
attended school longer than the heads moving about within the delta
area. Also, for the Negro sample, the heads of households and their wives
from the non-delta territory were superior in educational status to the
corresponding immobile persons.
Occupation
The importance of occupational differentials in the field of migration
largely rests on the extent to which migration is accompanied by change
of occupation and the extent to which the migrants' occupations differ
from those of the settled population at the point of destination.^^ xhe
primary consideration in the former case is whether the migrant retro-
gressed or advanced occupationally as a result of the migration. In the
latter case, the central question concerns the success attending the occu-
pational effort of the migrant as compared to that of the resident in the
area of destination. Both of these aspects of occupational differentials as
41 Cf. T. Lynn Smith's statement, ". . . . it should be remembered that education of
the masses is hardly considered an asset where caste is strong and agriculture is large
scale." The Sociology of Rural Life, p. 380.
42 Cf. Dorothy Swaine Thomas, RpetLrch, ^iH^orandiim on Migration Differentials,
well as the association of tenure status and mobility are analyzed with
reference to the migration into the rural-farm portion of the sample
minor civil division.
Tenure Status and Mobility. An occupational analysis of rural-farm
residents is, for the most part, concerned with the difference in tenure
status. Significant interrelationships between tenure status and mobility
have been observed in all rural regions of the United States. Each advance
of tenure status in the direction of ownership tends to exert a stabilizing
influence on residence.*^
In order to determine the nature of the generally recognized association
between mobility and tenure status for the recent migration into the
survey area, the total years spent in agriculture, 1930-39, by the heads of
the households comprising the three residential categories were classified
according to tenure class and race. (See Table X.) The largest propor-
tion of man-years (two-fifths) for the total sample was spent at the crop-
per level. Next in importance was the laborer status, at which level three-
tenths of the total man-years were spent. The heads of the households
had been in the owner class over one-sixth of their years in agriculture
since 1930, and in the tenant class the remaining (one-seventh) years.
Despite the relatively inferior tenure levels of the Negro, as compared
with the white, a clear-cut association between mobility and tenure status
was conspicuously evident for each of the racial groups. The heads of the
migrant households, both white and Negro had remained proportionately
more years in the cropper and laborer classes and fewer years in the owner
class than had been the case for the heads of the immobile households.
(See Table X.) Among the heads of the white households, for example,
almost one-half of the total years spent in agriculture since 1930 by the
immobile group had been at the owner level as compared with one-sixth
of the years spent by the group moving within the delta and with one-
fourth of the years by the households entering the delta. On the other
hand, the proportions of years in cropper and laborer classes combined
for these three residential groups were one-third, one-half, and almost
three-fifths, respectively. The younger age of the heads of the migrant
households should not be overlooked as a factor partly responsible for
the relatively few years they have accumulated as owners.
Present Tenure Status. The relative success attending the occupational
efforts of the migrants in the area of destination is of fundamental impor-
tance. The comparison of the tenure distribution of the heads of house-
holds included in three residential categories who are primarily engaged
in agriculture reveals how the migrants have fared occupationally with
the residents. (See Table XI.) At the time of the survey in 1939 over
one-third of the heads of households in agriculture were classed as day
laborers. Approximately one-fourth were included in each of the two
43 T. J. Woofter, Jr., Landlord and Tenant on the Cotton Plantation, p. 110; T.
Lynn Smith, The Sociology of Rural Life, p. 189.
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groups, owners and croppers. The balance of the agriculturists were in
the tenant group, the smallest tenure class.
Negroes, as a group, occupy a lower tenure status than whites. Owners
were proportionately three times more numerous among the whites than
among the Negroes. In contrast, the Negro sample included propor-
tionately three times as many day laborers and significantly more crop-
pers. Moreover, a widening of this tenure status difference is inevitable
since the predominant settlement of whites on the owner-operated new
ground farms means a disproportionate increase of white owners.
TABLE XI. Heads of Households in Agriculture in Each of the Three Residential
Categories, Classified by Tenure Status and Race
TENURE STATUS 1939
Total Within ward Within delta Into i3ELTA
Number Per cent
(if in agriculture) Number Per cent Number Per cent Number Per cent
Total
614 100.0 273 100.0 200 100.0 141 100.0
157 25.6 71 26.0 39 19.5 47 33.3
82 13.4 34 12.5 29 14.5 19 13.5
161 26.2 73 26.7 57 28.5 31 22.0
214 34.8 95 34.8 75 37.5 44 31.2
White
Total 226 100.0 43 100.0 85 100.0 98
100.0
101 44.7 24 56.0 33 39.0 44 45.0
Tenant 46 20.3 5 11.0 23 27.0 18
18.0
Cropper 45 19.9 8 19.0 18 21.0 19
20.0
34 15.1 6 14.0 11 13.0 17 17.0
Negro
388 100.0 230 100.0 115 100.0 43 100.0
56 14.4 47 20.4 6 5.2 3 7.0
Tenant 36 9.3 29 12.6 6 5.2 1 2.0
116 29.9 65 28.3 39 33.9 12 28.0
Laborer 180 46.4 89 38.7 64 55.7 27 63.0
The heads of the two groups of migrant households, on the whole,
had not climbed to a tenure level equal to that of the heads of resident
households by 1939. (See Table XI.) For both whites and Negroes, the
heads of the resident households were at the highest level. This would
seem more likely to indicate that owners are less mobile than that im-
mobile persons more frequently become owners. However, the two
groups of white migrants, particularly where contrasted with the Negro
migrants, included large proportions of owners in 1939. Unquestionably,
this large number of owners reported among the heads of the white en-
tering households is not a part of traditional plantation agriculture, but
for the most part, a result of the recently created settlement opportunities.
Change in Tenure Status. Excessive mobility among farmers has been
deplored because of its many undesirable social and economic concomit-
ants. Despite this, Woofter has pointed out that "excessive stability may
also prove to be harmful to individual farmer and to society."^^ Among
other social functions, mobility expedites movements up the agricultural
ladder. Ordinarily, one or more farm-to-farm transfers has to be made by
a given operator in the climbing process.
However, that mobility has served in such a capacity in the delta area
is generally doubted.*^ In the first place, the mobility actually occurring
has greatly exceeded any hypothetical optimum. In the second place,
the agricultural ladder, largely incompatible with the plantation econ-
omy, obviously has been operative only to a slight degree, if at all. The
traditional plantation situation, however, has been upset by the current
sale and settlement of cut-over new ground in family-size parcels. Hun-
dreds of families taking advantage of these new ground opportunities in
the delta area already are boasting at least the guise of ownership.
In view of such considerations it is significant to know what tenure
changes accompanied the territorial movements of the sample households
as well as the role of type of operating unit in effecting these changes.
Furthermore, it is important to ascertain the corresponding tenure
changes made by the heads of the immobile households in the same
period. These points are clarified by presenting the tenure distributions
of the agriculturists of the three residential categories at three separate
times in the ten-year study interval, 1929, 1934, and 1939. A comparison
of the proportionate importance of the tenure classes of a given resi-
dential category at these three times will divulge, in a general way, the
direction and extent of tenure changes characterizing the sample heads
of households.
Significant changes in tenure were made by the heads of households
engaged in agriculture during the ten-year period. (See Table XII.)
Less than one-tenth of all were owners in 1929, one-seventh in 1934, and
one-fourth in 1939. The especially rapid increase in ownership between
1934 and 1939 reflects the settlement of the new ground farms. Thus,
proportionately, the number of owners in the total sample increased ap-
proximately two and one-half times in the decade. At the same time, the
tenant class showed only a slight decrease and the cropper group experi-
enced a substantial loss, including two-fifths of all heads of households
in 1929 and slightly over one-fourth of them in 1939. The fact that the
laborer class was slightly larger in 1939 than could be accounted for
44 T. J. Woofter, Landlord and Tenant on the Cotton Plantation, p. 108.
45 T. Lynn Smith, The Sociology of Rural Life, p. 191, and T. J. Woofter, Jr.,


































































































































































































































































































































through heads of households leaving their parental homes indicates some
backward movement on the agricultural ladder. Regardless of the extent
of this retrogression, it is apparent from the continued importance of the
laborer class that the agricultural ladder did not serve as a climbing mech-
anism for a considerable number of heads of households. Unfortunately,
this tabulation shows only the net effect of all changes on the total tenure
structure and not the number and direction of individual shifts.
The nature of the tenure changes made seem to vary somewhat among
the three residential categories. The proportion of owners included in
the white immobile group doubled, the proportion in the group moving
within the delta area increased fifteen fold, and the proportion included
in the group from non-delta territory trebled. Despite the tremendous
multiplication of owners among the heads of households moving about
within the delta, this group had relatively the fewest owners in 1939.
This increase is explained by the extreme sparseness of owners in the
group in 1929. On the other hand, although the number of white im-
mobile owners only doubled, the smallest increase, this group was char-
acterized by the largest relative number of owners in 1939. Moreover,
among the whites, the proportion of laborers and croppers of the two
migrant groups decreased substantially, whereas these two tenure classes
combined held their own among the immobile heads of households.
Thus, notwithstanding the relative inferior tenure ranking of the heads
of the two groups of white migrant households, as compared with the
heads of the white immobile households in 1939, it appears evident that
both had advanced more rapidly in the preceding ten years.
The generally more depressed tenure levels characterizing the three
Negro residential categories make comparison with the whites difficult.
(See Table XII.) However, it is apparent that whatever increase of own-
ership was experienced by the heads of the households of the two migrant
groups in the ten years, it was a net increase. In 1929 not a single repre-
sentative of either of these groups was classed as an owner. In contrast,
slightly over one-tenth of the heads of the immobile households began
the study interval as owners, and by 1939 this proportion had approxi-
mately doubled. The cropper class of the three residential categories
decreased in number substantially during the decade. It appears that
the major proportion of the heads of the immobile households leaving
the cropper status were diverted upward toward the owner level, while
the heads of the migrant households leaving this same status were more
often shunted down into the laborer class. Therefore, the laborer class of
the migrant groups assumed relatively more significance by 1939, whereas
the small increase of this lowest tenure class among the heads of the
immobile Negro households was inconsequential.
The virtually exclusive role of promoting tenure advancement for the
heads of the white and Negro households, particularly to the ownership
level, was played by the new ground family-size farm units. Furthermore,
the evidence conclusively indicates that the new ground settlement, as
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it has progressed thus far, has had the effect of increasing the disparity
between the proportions of owners included among the whites and the
Negroes of the sample area. At the same time, however, this settlement
has significantly raised the average tenure leve? in the area.
Levels of Living
Some insight into the success of the entering migrants in equalling or
surpassing the level of living of the sedentary persons in the survey
area
is afforded by a comparison of housing and of selected material items
comprising ttie tnree resiaentiai categories. Moreover, m order to get at
the relative nonmaterial level of living of the migrants, the
proportions
of the households of the three residential categories possessing
certain
items not ordinarily considered elements of material living are
analyzed.
Implicit in this approach, then, are the two basic assumptions, first, that
the total or composite level of living includes nonmaterial elements,
and,
second, that certain tangible possessions are nonmaterial living
experi-
enced by a household.
The farm population of the entire Mississippi delta area, as a gi'oup,
lives at an extremelv low material level.^^ Mangus stated that in this
area, "The rural-farm plane of living is lo^iver than in anv other major
region. Onlv the favored few have houses whose value approaches the
United States average, and the possession of such conveniences as tele-
phones, running water, electric lights, automobiles, and radios is very
limited."-*"
Since the level of living of the gi^eat majoritv of the farmers is
thus
depressed and channelized at the base of the socio-economic pM^amid,
differentials between the migrant and non-migrant households are certain
to be small and difficult of perception. Ho^s-ever, from a studv of Negro
sharecroppers and wage laborers in other sections of the delta aixa, Olen
E. Leonard and Charles P. Loomis concluded that, "in terms of estimated
total [living] values, it is plainly evident that high mobilitv is associated
with lower levels of living."^^ In the main, the same conclusion seems
to
be indicated by the findings of this study both with reference to
housing
and to the possession of selected household items.
Housing, along with food and clothing, is generallv accepted as a basic
element of healthful living. Perhaps the most common, as well as the
most important, deficiencv in rural housing is lack of space. Since the
mi-
grant families were significantlv larger than the immobile families, the
rel-
ative extent of crowding is revealed more accuratelv bv a comparison
of
46 Carl C Tavlor. Helen W. Wheeler, and E. L. Kirkpatrick, Disadvantaged
Classes
in American Agriculture, Social Research Report No. 8, U. S
Department of Agricul-
ture,. April,. 193>: and Max R. WTiite, Douglas Ensminger.. and Cecil L. Gregorv, Kicn
Land-Poor People.
47 A. R. Mangus, op. cit., p. 22.
48 "\ Studv of Mobilitv and Levels of Living .^mong Negro Sharecropper and ^\ age-
Laborer Families of the^\rkansas River Vallevs,." Farm Population and Rural
Life
Activities, Washington, D. C, April 15, 1939, p. 3.
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the number of rooms per person than per household. (See Table XIII.)
Irrespective of race and type of farm, the persons of the immobile cate-
gory had more room than the persons of either of the two migrant groups.
Although, on the whole, the persons of the two migrant groups had about
the same average amount of space, there was one significant difference.
The white migrants to family-size farms from non-delta territory had
only .53 rooms per person as compared with the .72 rooms of the migrants
from within the delta area. The larger size of the families from non-
delta territory was partially responsible for this smaller room-person
ratio.
The Negro persons, in the main, had more room than the white per-
sons. This greater space per person is a result of the relatively smaller-
sized Negro families. Whereas the space per person varied little for
Negroes between the family-size farm and the plantation dwellings, the
latter provided the whites significantly more room. The low room-person
ratio on the white family-size farm indicates the inadequate housing on
the new ground farms. The Negro family-size farm dwellings, on the
other hand, were predominantly on the old long-cultivated land, and,
though less recently constructed than the new ground buildings, were
superior for the most part.
Of all race, residence, and type-of-farm groups, the highest room-person
ratio was exhibited by the immobile white plantation residents, who had
TABLE XIII. The Average Number of Rooms Per Person in Present Dwellings
(1939) IN Each of the Three Residential Categories, Classified
BY Type of Farm and Race
Race and type of operating unit Total Within ward Within delta Into delta
Total
Total .82 .92 .79 .71
White .77 .98 .79 .68
.86 .90 .81 .83
Family-size farm
Total .70 .85 .73 .54
White .64 .77 .72 .53
.86 .89 .75 .72
Plantation
Total .89 .95 .83 .87
White .95 1.25 .87 .89
.87 .91 .81 .84
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an average of 1.25 rooms per person. This high room-person ratio is
partially the result of the smaller size of the white immobile households.
Also, the inclusion of a few plantation owners perhaps raises some^vhat
the average room-person ratio for the total group. Interestingly, of all
the persons in the sample, only those of this particular race and residence
group have adequate housing on the basis of the generally accepted
minimum standard of one room to a person.
The superior material level of living of the non-migrants as compared
with the migrants is also suggested by the more frequent possession of
certain material goods or items. Since such usual level of living items as
electricitv, running water, modern baths, and telephones are onlv rarely
present in the area, they are of no value in differentiating the typical level
of living of the migrants from that of the non-migrants. Significant resi-
dential differences, however, were apparent for other items. (See Table
XI^^)
T-\BLE XIV. The Percentage of TVhite and Negro Households in Each of the
Three Residentlal Categories Possessing Selected Materi.al
.AND Nonmaterl\l Le\'el OF Ltving Items.
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83.2 85.1 82.4 84.5
32.9 38.3 28.6 34.2
32.9 38.3 26.4 36.0
62.7 68.1 57.1 64.9
45.8 57.4 42.9 43.2
Negro
68.8 75.1 63.3 48.9
9.8 10.6 8.3 8.9
16.1 17.9 12.5 15.5
63.7 63.3 64.2 64.4
35.6 40.0 30.0 26.7
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For the white sample, automobiles and ice boxes were more frequently
owned by the immobile than by the migrant households. Also the former
more often subscribed to a daily and weekly paper. However, radios and
sewing machines were owned by approximately the same proportions of
the three residential groups. Negro migrant, compared with sedentary
households, appeared less at a disadvantage. Nevertheless, fewer of them
were taking a weekly paper and fewer of them owned a radio or a sewing
machine. But, on the whole, the difference between the Negro non-
migrants and migrants appeared less marked than was the case for the
whites. Perhaps a level of living as depressed as that of the Negroes is
less sensitive to the shocks of changes of residence and is therefore less
subject to variation.
The households of three residential categories were also compared with
respect to the possession of a group of items thought to bear a closer
relationship to the nonmaterial than the material level of living. In-
cluded among these were the following items: Bible, family album, musi-
cal instrument, flowers, and hunting dog. (See Table XIV.) Whatever
these items may indicate, they were included among the possessions of
the immobile households significantly more often than among the house-
holds of either migrant group. This residential pattern with respect to
most of the items prevailed for both racial groups. However, among the
white households there was little difference in the proportions keeping
a Bible and among the Negro households in the proportions raising flow-
ers. These exceptions notwithstanding, the more frequent inclusion of
these items among the possessions of the immobile households irrespec-
tive of race was apparent. Although consistent differences were not ex-
hibited by the two Negro migrant groups, there was some evidence among
the whites that larger proportions of the households from non-delta terri-
tory than from within the delta area possessed the items.
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PART IV
GENERAL CONCLUSIONS AND IMPLICATIONS
1. The intensive analysis of the magnitude of movements into and
out of a single delta ward during the past decade indicated that while
the "new ground" gained rapidly in population, the plantation section
sustained a substantial loss. For the total delta area this may have the
following implications: (a) The amount of new ground settlement oc-
curring in the delta parishes since 1930 may have a distinct bearing on
whether the total farm population of each showed an increase or a de-
crease through migration between 1930 and 1940. (b) Small net changes
in total numbers in some parishes may obscure marked spatial redistribu-
tion of the farm population.
2. Significant proportions of the white population of the delta have
infiltrated from the surrounding upland hill areas. Almost one-half
of the white households residing in the sample ward in 1939 reported
haying entered the delta area during the preceding 10 years. Analysis of
place-of-birth data showed that the heads of the white households were
not only foreign to the delta area but that a great majority of them were
born in the neighboring upland sections of Louisiana, Arkansas, and
Mississippi. This means that insofar as the transfer from a hill to a delta
area compels a radical revision of the accustomed way of life, the prob-
lems of readjustment are almost exclusively confined to whites, although
Negroes are in a decided majority in the area.
3. The resident farm population of no other major region is, perhaps,
characterized by such a high rate of inter-farm mobility. Five-sixths of
the sample households occupied their 1939 farms after 1928; two-thirds of
the sample households occupied their present farms after 1934. It seems
that the agricultural population of the delta area has developed a tra-
dition of residential instability. Although on the whole these moves be-
tween farms are for short distances, a considerable share of them may be
socially significant in that they necessitate the breaking of social bonds
and the making of new ones.
4. The two races do not contribute equally to the high rate of farm-
to-farm movement prevailing in the delta. Negro households move less
frequently and shorter distances than the white households. White fami-
lies more often moved into the delta from distant and diverse areas and
they more often shifted about between farms in the delta. The social and
economic wastage entailed by the excessive movement is therefore more
largely a loss to the whites. Moreover, any policy designed to lessen un-
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necessary and uneconomic movement must be directed particularly to-
ward the more migratory white segment of the population.
5. The most significant socio-economic development occurring in the
delta during the past decade has been the rapid settlement of farm house-
holds on small, supposedly family-size parcels of cut-over land, or of
"new ground" as it is popularly termed in the area. A large majority of
the settling households are white and most of them move to the new
ground from nearby plantations of the delta. In the sample area there
was only one Negro household for every four white households among
the settlers, a ratio which appears to prevail throughout the upper delta
of Louisiana. The predominance of white settlers has already materially
affected the racial balance in the delta, and if, in the future, this settle-
ment continues as predicted and the same ratio of whites to Negroes
maintains, the proportion of the total population constituted by whites
will experience a significant increase. Institutional repercussions doubt-
lessly have already been felt as a result of the racial shift now in prog-
ress. Educational, religious, and political readjustments are inevitable.
The increase of potential voters outside the traditional plantation struc-
ture has extreme political significance.
6. Although the reason most frequently given by the migrant house-
holds as the primary cause for each move was the desire for a more profit-
able setup, it was evident that social and psychological considerations
frequently make the migration process an irrational, subjective matter.
The important influence of non-economic factors on migration was
clearly suggested by the fact that within 10 years a relatively large num-
ber of heads of white households moved from a small area in Arkansas
over 200 miles away to a distinctly different socio-economic area and
settled within a limited geographical unit, the sample ward. This testi-
monial of the importance of social considerations on population move-
ments should indicate to the policy-maker that any purely economic at-
tempt to control migration is foredoomed to failure.
7. Residential stability has not been achieved by the settlers on the
new ground. Nearly half of the new ground farms had been occupied
for varying periods by one or more other families before being taken by
the 1939 residents. One-third of the farms previously occupied remained
vacant for more than six months awaiting present occupants. Not only
then had some families failed to make a go on many of the farms but
other families were hesitant to make the attempt. The rate of farm
turnover was distinctly higher for the whites than for the Negroes on the
new ground as well as for the sample as a whole. These considerations
make it apparent that if small family-size farms are the answer to the
agricultural problems of the area, as some have suggested, these units
must differ in numerous and important respects from the new ground
farms that have been conceived, sold, and settled independent of a ra-
tionally determined public policy.
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8. Migrants differed significantly in many respects from the sedentees.
The former were more often included in the age classes under 15 and
15-45, but they were under-represented in the group 45 and over. In ac-
cord with these age differences is the fact that families comprised of
hus-
band, wife, and children were relatively more numerous among the mi-
grants than among the non-migrants. Also, the migrant households, in the
main, were larger than the non-migrant households. A net in-migration
of those families means, in addition to the net numerical change of
popu-
lation, proportionately more workers of the productive ages. However,
from the standpoint of dependency, the concomitant increase of depen-
dent children somewhat counterbalances the salient effect of the scarcity
of aged dependents. The children represent additional burdens for the
school resources of the area. And the young adults, if they remain in the
area, will serve as a source of more children in the near future.
9. A's is generally the case for rural areas, each advance in tenure
status
in the direction of ownership tended to exert a stabilizing influence
on
residence. Proportionately, among both whites and Negroes, more of the
years spent in agriculture since 1930 by the heads of migrant households
had been at the cropper and laborer levels and fewer of the years at the
owner level than was the case for the heads of immobile households.
Moreover, the heads of the two groups of migrant households, on the
whole, had not climbed to a tenure level equal to that of the heads of
the resident households by 1939. However, in spite of the relatively
in-
ferior tenure ranking of the two migrant groups as compared with the
immobile group in 1939, it appeared that both had advanced more rap-
idly in the preceding ten years.
10. Although the level of living of the great majority of the farm
fam-
ilies in the delta is depressed and channelized at the base of the socio-
economic pyramid, evidence clearly indicates that the migrant
house-
holds had not achieved by 1939 a level of living equal to that of the
settled households. In respect to housing, the persons of the
immobile
category of both races had more room than the persons of either of the
two migrant groups, regardless of race. The superior level of living of
the residents as compared with the migrants is also demonstrated by their
more frequent possession of selected material goods as well as certain
items thought to bear a closer relationship to nonmaterial living.
The
more inadequate level of living of the migrant reflects the tremendous
social and economic wastage incurred by frequent aimless moves, most
of which represent the exchange of equally unfortunate situations.
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